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REMARKS 

Applet r«pc«fully r^ueas and al.ow ra ce of th, present appli^ 

By this A~*~ *f*~ cance* Cairns 1-2. 6-9. 12. 14-17 and 21; amends Cairns 3 and 
4^^0,^22-32. Upon entry of d,e Am»dn, M «. 01^3-5. 10. 11.13. 1M0-J* 
32 will be pending in the application. 

Election /Restriction 

The Office Action indicated that claims 1.2, 5-9, 12, 14-17 and2l were withdrawn from 
co^demtionasbeksdrawntoanone^inventioB/species. 

However, Applicant elected the species of claim 5 with traverse « Paper No. 4/23/2004. 
The species of claim 5 was identified by the Examiner in the Office Action mailed February 23, 
2004as"embodyingauR&Dtaxtool." Accordingly, this claim should not have been 
withdrawn from consideration. Rather, this claim should be considered pending and allowable. 
In a telephone conversation with Applicants' representative on September 20, 2004, this 
inconsistency was discussed, and the Examiner suggested proceeding with the filing of tins 
Amendment. As was mrtherdiscussed.it is beUevedtr^t, should a Notice of Allowance not 
follow from this Amendment, a non-final Office Action would be appropriate. 

Rejection of Claims Under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

ClaimsS 4 10 11, 13 and 18-20 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 6,681,098 to Pfennings et al. CTfenninger") in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,697,787 to 
Miller fMilleO- For reasons set forth more fully below, this rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Amended independent claim 3 requires, inter alia: 

• identifying activities that are relevant to tax data; 

. creating "ricast one online questionnaire for requesting response data 

about the activities; and 
. providing data organization tools allowing the administrator to document 

SeSne J -data based on the response data about the activities 

collected from said online questionnaire. 

Amended independent claim 4 requires, inter aha: 

• identifying activities that are relevant to tax data; 

. cretnTaUeast one online questionnaire for requesting information about 

the activities; 
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. obtaining tax data using responses to said online questionnaire residing on 

^subjectmatKrofamendedindcpendemclaimsSaiia^ 

FM*. merely discloses ate* atomistfadon system whereby .uadrnHustratorcan 

or suggest anything about: 

. identifying activities that are relevant to tax data; 

. c^ung^least one online questionnaire for requestrng information about 

• ^l^datau^^ 

XTaldTor^ -dtax datato generate reports . 

Miller merely discloses a tax data collection system whereby an electronic intermediary 
(acomputerprogram^si^ 

data from tax data providers (e.g. payroll statements, bank statements, mortgage statements, 
charity statements, etc.). Miller does not disclose or suggest anything about: 

• identifying activities that are relevant to tax data; 

! cre^f least one online questionnaire for requesting information about 

. data using responses to said online questionnaire residing on 

a password protected web site; and 
. using said report generating tools and said tax data to 

Sn^lenrig and deterrnining a tax credit related to said activities. 

Because neither Pfennings nor Miller alone discloses or suggests any of the above 
subject matter of amended independent claims 3 and 4, they also fail to do so even if they could 
be combined as alleged in the Office Action. Accordingly, amended independent claims 3 and 4, 
as well as rejected claims 10, 11, 13 and 1 8-20 that depend from claim 4, patently define over 

the cited prior art for at least this reason. 

Moreover, Applicant respectfully submits that one skiUed in the art would not combine 
Pfenning and Miller as alleged in the Office Action because they are non-analogous art corrung 
from two very different fields of endeavor. Pfenning is directed toward test administration 
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, •« h in Tl S CI 434/362. Miller is directed to tax data collection systems 
systems, and is classified mU.b.u«Mw 

-^TTS CI 705/31 H.edifferencebetweenthesefieldsofendeavoris 
and is classified in U.S. Cl. „,,~i aT , rt in<» 

fce fields of search for each patent are completely non^verlapping. 

ldl ninistration system would not look to the field of tax 
related to the present invention. For this 



exemplified by the fact that 
One skilled in the art of Pfenning's test a 
data collection systems to arrive at any subject matter 

addiuonalreaso^the^^ over * ec ited 
For me foregoingreasons.it is believed that the claims patentably define over A e cited 

prior art and Applicant requests 
withdrawn. 



lO, Ai. 10 ' - 

; that the § 103 rejection of claims 3, 4, 10, 11, 13 and 18-20 be 



Newly Added Claims 

Claims 22-32 have been added to more clearly define the patentable aspects of the 

invention as originally aM^**^^^™**""***" 

elected inventions of claims 3 and 4, as well as the elected species of claim 5. 



Conclusion 1 ^ 

If ay issues renarin which the Examiner feels may be resolved .tough a telephone 

below. 

Respectfully submitted, 
PELLSBURY-WmiHROP llp 
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